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Misbranding of the artlcle was qlle&ed in substance in the libel for the
1Paqon that certain statements appealmo on the cartons containing the article
and in the accompanying circular, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects
thereof, .to wit, (carten) “ Dr. Harper’s Anti-Cholera Tonic for Hogs Given to
Prevent Diseases of Swine For Worms * * 2 (circular) “How to prevent
hog cholera. About every other day give to each hog a tablespoonful of Dr. Har-
per’s - Anti cholera * * * In most cases acts as a preventive to dis-
ease ¥ * #* Use Anti-Cholera and you will have no sick hogs to cure. Your
hogs will gain in weight and the meat will be free from disease,” were false and
fraudulent since the article contained no ingredient or combination of ingredi-
ents capable of producing the effects claimed.

onJ anuary 28, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condempation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Barr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

S498. Adulteration and n:isbrandiﬁ.g’ of tomatoes. Y. S, * x * vy, 330
Darzen . No. 3 Cans and 150 Dozen No. 2 Cans of Love Apple Brand
Tomatses. Product ordered released on bond. (I & D. No. 11570.

v I. S. No. 908G-r. S. No. I3-1908.) C

On or about December 27, 1919, the United States attorney for the Tastern
District of Arkansas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure
and condemmnation of 830 dozen No. 3 cans and 150 dozen No. 2 cans of tomatoes,
at Walnut Ridge, Ark., consigned on or about October 3, 1919, alleging that the
article had been shipped by A. W. Sisk & Son, North Wales, Md., and trans-
ported from the State of Maryland into the State of Arkansas, and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was.labeled in part, “ Love Apple Brand Tomatoes Packed by W. J.
Wright & Sons, North Wales, Md.” .

Adulteration of the article wasg alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that tomato pulp had been mixed and packed ywith, and substituted
wholly or in part for, the article.

Misbranding was alleged. in substance for the reason that the label bore smte-
ments, designs, and devices regarding the article and the ingredients contained
therein, to wit, “ Love Apple Brand * *.* Tomatoes” (cut showing ripe
tomatoes), which were false and misleading and deceived and migled the pur-
chaser, and for the further reason that it was an imitation of, and was offered
for sale under the distinctive name of, another article,

‘On September 27, 1620, A. W. Sisk & Son, North Wales, Md., having ﬁle(1 a
claim for the goods, judgment was entered ordering the release of the produet
to said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceeding and the execution
of a bond in the sum of $100, in conformity with SQCthﬂ 10 of the.act, condi-
tioned in part that. the goods be relabeled.

E. D. BALr, Acting Sec:eta:y of Agr Lcultme

S499, Adulteration of oysters. U. S * ¥ * vy, Eddic D. Blooxi. Plea of
noelo contendcro. Fine, $15. (F. & D. No. 11596. 1. 8. Nos. 12837-r,
© 13503-1, 13504-r.)

On March 9, 1920, the Umted %tatcs attorney for tho District of. Rhode Ishnd
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against Eddie D. Blount
Warren, R. I, alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of the Food and



